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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-17 have been examined. 

2. Claims 1-17 have been rejected. 

Priority 

3. Applicant's claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. 1 19(e) is acknowledged. 

Specification 

4. The abstract of the disclosure is objected to because "also disclosed" at line 3 
and "the present invention" at lines 5-6 and line 7 of the abstract are phrases which can 
be implied, and should therefore be avoided. Correction is required. See MPEP 

§ 608.01(b). 

5. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: 

The phrase "embodiment of the present" should be changed to -embodiment of 
the present invention- at par [0023], line 1 . 

The words "they do" should be changed to -it does- at par [0023], line 6. 

Appropriate correction is required. The citations above are not meant to be 
exhaustive, and are provided as examples. The applicant is advised to correct other 
similarerrors as required throughout the specification. 

Claim Objections 

6. Claims [c0001], [c0005], [c0012] and [c0013] are objected to because of the 
following informalities: 

Claim [c0001] has two items denoted by the bullet letter "(c)," claim [c0005] has 
two items denoted by the bullet letter "(d)," and claim [c0013] is missing bullet lettering. 
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The numbering of claim [c0005] should be modified from "[c005]" to «c[0005]» 
to conform to the numbering of the other claims. 

Claim [c0012] recites "The system of claim 105." This is presumed to be a 
typographical error. The examiner presumes the applicant intends for claim [c0012] to 
depend from claim [c0009] and will apply prior art accordingly. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

7. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

8. Claims [c0001]-[c0008] and [c0017] are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because 
the claimed invention is directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

The methods claimed are not directed to statutory subject matter, in that they do 
not appear to necessitate the use of hardware to accomplish the steps therein. 

The examiner will apply prior art to these claims as best understood, with the 
assumption that applicant will amend to overcome the stated 101 rejections. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

9. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 
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10. Claims [c0001]-[c0003], [c0005]-[c0007], [c0009]-[c0011], and [c0013]- 
[c0015] are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Bohm et al. (US 
5,404,507, hereafter "Bohm"). 

In regards to claim [c0001], Bohm teaches a method for comparing a query against 
data contained within a database comprising the steps of: 

(a) receiving said query (col. 6, lines 27-29); 

(b) extracting a plurality of attributes from said query (col. 6, lines 27-33, where 
a target word is interpreted to be an "attribute"); 

(c) converting said plurality of attributes from said query, using at least one 
linguistic pattern matching analytical tool (col. 4, lines 30-37, abbreviations; 
col. 5, lines 19-20, trigrams), into a plurality of linguistic pattern strings (Fig. 
3, ref characters 303 and 304; col. 3, lines 48-53, 57-60; col. 5, lines 60- 
65; col. 6, lines 27-33, 39-42, 49-52, where the search expression is 
interpreted to be a "linguistic pattern string"); 

(d) comparing said plurality of linguistic pattern strings with at least one stored 
linguistic pattern string from at least one stored attribute contained within said 
database for providing a set of matches (col. 3, lines 61 - col. 4, line 8; col. 
5, lines 9-11; col. 6, lines 27-52, 65-68; col. 7, lines 29-34); 

(e) analyzing each match of said set of matches, using said at least one linguistic 
pattern matching analytical tool, to provide at least one set of matched 
attributes (col. 7, lines 8-11, 15-28, 36-39); and 
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(f) combining all of said at least one set of matched attributes to provide a 
combined result (cot. 6, lines 66-68; col. 7, lines 8-28). 

In regards to claim [c0002], Bohm teaches the method of claim 1 f further including 
the step of filtering said combined result according to pre-selected criteria (col. 2, lines 
5-8; col. 8, lines 11-19, 30). 

In regards to claim [c0003], Bohm teaches the method of claim 2, further including 
the step of filtering said combined result according to matching a selected attribute (col. 
2, lines 5-8; col. 7, lines 15-28, 58-59; col. 8, lines 11-19, 30). 

Claims [c0005]-[c0007] are rejected with the same rationale as given for claims 
[c0001] - [c0003]. In this case, the preamble is not necessary to "breathe life" into the 
claim. Rather, the limitations are able to stand alone. 

Claims [c0009]-[c0011] are rejected with the same rationale as given for claims 
[c0001] - [c0003], and Fig. 1 and col. 2, line 47 - col. 3, line 28. 

Claims [c0013]-[c0015] are rejected with the same rationale as given for claims 
[c0001]-[c0003]. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

12. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
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the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

13. Claims [c0004], [c0008], [c0012], [c0016], and [c0017] are rejected under 35 

U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bohm in view of Wheeler et al. (US 

6,618,727, hereafter "Wheeler 1 ') and Lambert (US 6,529,892). 

In regards to claim [c0004], 

"The method of claim 1, further comprising the step of employing a Metaphone based 
analysis, a Phonex based analysis, a Soundex based analysis, an N-gram based 
analysis, an edit-distance based analysis and a dictionaries based analysis," 

Bohm teaches all of the limitations of claim 1 (see 102(b) rejection of claim [c0001]), 
and also teaches an N-gram based analysis (Bohm, col. 5, lines 41-50), an edit- 
distance based analysis (Bohm, col. 6, lines 7-14), and a dictionaries based analysis 
(Bohm, col. 3, line 57 - col. 4, line 14, where "dictionary" is defined by The 
American Heritage College Dictionary, Fourth Edition, as "A list of words stored 
in machine-readable form for reference, as by spelling-checking software."). 
Bohm does not expressly teach a Metaphone based analysis, a Phonex based analysis, 
and a Soundex based analysis. Wheeler teaches a Metaphone based analysis and a 
Soundex based analysis (Wheeler, col. 11, lines 30-38). Lambert teaches a Phonex 
based analysis (Lambert, col. 24, line 42 - col. 25, line 11). It would have been 
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obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the applicant's invention to apply 
the metaphone and soundex based analyses disclosed in Wheeler and the phonix 
based analysis disclosed in Lambert with the search method of Bohm to gain the 
advantage of improved search intelligence. 

Claim [c0008] is rejected with the same rationale as given for claim [c0004]. In this 
case, the preamble is not necessary to "breathe life" into the claim. Rather, the 
limitations are able to stand alone. 

Claim [c0012] is rejected with the same rationale as given for claim [c0004], and 
Fig. 1 and col. 2, line 47 - col. 3, line 28. 

Claims [c0016] and [c0017] are rejected with the same rationale as given for claim 
[c0004]. 

Conclusion 

14. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kavita Padmanabhan whose telephone number is 571- 
272-8352. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday, 9:00am-5:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Safet Metjahic can be reached on 571-272-4023. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Kavita Padmanabhan May 27, 2005 

Assistant Examiner 
Art Unit 2163 
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